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scarcely more than a formality, by reason of the splendour
of its pageantry and the rank of the prisoner may be ac-
counted historical, and, it is to be hoped, the last of its kind.
Earl Russell, the grandson of the great Victorian Prime
Minister, and himself a future Minister of the Crown, had
been cursed with a miserable marriage. His life with the
beautiful girl named Mabel Edith Scott, who had married
him in 1890, had been a progress in bitter disagreement.
The unhappy pair, despite numerous and varied applica-
tions to the Divorce Courts, were still legally tied to each
other by the English law ten years later. Meanwhile the
Countess, abetted by her mother, Lady Scott, had pursued
her husband with the blackest calumnies until their mouths
were stopped by a conviction for criminal libel and con-
spiracy against the latter at the Old Bailey. The earl, a young
man of great personal magnetism and ability, still tied to the
wife who loathed him, became attached to a lady named
MolKe Somerville, and, since he could not obtain the evi-
dence for a divorce under English law, determined to run
away with her, and, after obtaining a divorce by the acquisi-
tion of a technical domicile in Nevada, to marry her. This
was done against the strong advice of his friend and solicitor,
Mr. (now Sir) John Withers. On the I4th April, 1900, after
a residence in Nevada which, as he was advised, qualified
him for domicile under the laws of that State, he obtained
a decree of divorce against his wife on the ground of deser-
tion, and married Mollie Somerville the next day before a
certain Judge Curler. But, whether or not his residence
qualified him for a Nevada domicile under American law,
this divorce could not have been valid in England, because
English law requires, in order to found valid proceedings
for the dissolution of an English marriage, that the husband
must have changed his domicile according to the strict Eng-
lish requirements. To do this he must have formed the fixed
intention to make his permanent home in another country.
The ceremony before Judge Curler was therefore bigamous,
and his countess forthwith petitioned for divorce on the
grounds of bigamous adultery, and obtained a decree nisi
on the 24th March, 1901.